medial temporal lobe epilepsy. In particular, direct electrical stimulation of the hippocampus presents 23 the opportunity to modulate pathological dynamics at the ictal focus, although the neuroanatomical 24 substrate of this region renders it susceptible to altering cognition and affective processing as a side 25 effect. We investigated the effects of three electrical stimulation paradigms on separate groups of The present study was conducted under the working hypothesis that even weak stimulation of the 60 brain will interfere with normal functions to some degree ( . Therefore, we report the total simulation current.
182
Notice that the experimental design described above differs from open field testing, which is 183 configured to evaluate animal behavior in a context of procedural and environmental novelty stress 184 according to accepted methods of analysis (Rodgers, 2007) . Here the arena was painted black, 185 experimental sessions were conducted under dim light conditions and male hooded rats were opted 186 for experiments in order to facilitate the spontaneous activity of subjects (see Valle, 1970) . Analysis (Tables 1A, 1B;   248 significance was set at p < 0.05). To further measure the contribution of B and C terms to fitting the 249 data, log-likelihood ratios of models that included either term were compared to those that did not by 250 a χ 2 test; significance was set at p < 0.05. were 88.9 and 11.1 mg/kg, respectively; Butler Shein, Dublin, OH) and perfusion with 50-100 ml of evidenced by a reduction in both running speed (cm/s; Figure 3A ; p = 0.001, two-sample t-test) and 270 rearing frequency (counts/100 s; Figure 3B ; p = 0.007, two-sample t-test) within stimulation ON boxes. tests (Table 2) . Furthermore, product-moment correlations among predictor variables were weak and 312 non-coherent (correlation ranged from -0.38 to 0.51), suggesting that multicollinearity was negligible.
313
In conclusion, logistic regression analysis confirmed that a significant link between higher , two-sample t-test). This result was not accompanied by significant differences in locomotor 340 activity, as determined by running speed calculations in the same data set ( Figure 7D ; p = 0.76, two-341 sample t-test). fitting the data, log-likelihood ratios of models that included them (AB, ABC) were compared to those 
